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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract is a run-on 
sentence. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

2. A substitute specification in proper idiomatic English and in compliance with 37 
CFR 1 .52(a) and (b) is required. The substitute specification filed must be accompanied 
by a statement that it contains no new matter. 

The specification consists several grammatical and technical information errors 
including the following: 

Page 1 , line 9, " the Figs, 1 and 2 of the prior art in this case" is not clear 
whether the figures refer to the instant application or the referred US 
patent 4,241 ,387; and 

Page 9, lines 7 and 8, element 42 refers to lamp bulbs as well as lamp 
holder. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a) because they fail to show 
details including the following as described in the specification. Any structural detail that 
is essential for a proper understanding of the disclosed invention should be shown in 
the drawing. MPEP § 608.02(d). Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 
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1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as 
"amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be 
removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several 
views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary 
to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after 
the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are 
not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 

Careful review and corrections of all figures are suggested as many structural 
elements are not identified in the figures. 

Examples: the elements not shown or identified in the figures include the 
following: 

The string 40 is not shown in figure 2; the long trunk 10 is not shown in Figure 3; 
and the fixed device 60 is not shown in Figure 3. 
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Claim Objections 

4. Claim 18 is objected as being a substantial duplicate of Claim 17. 

5. Claims 1-21 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Careful editing of all claims is needed to avoid errors including those resulting 
from insufficient antecedent bases. 

The claims generally fail to conform with current U.S. practice. They appear to 
be a literal translation into English from a foreign document and are replete with 
grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

For example, in claim 1, lines 2-5, "long trunk: composed of many short pipes, 
the height of tree lamp adjustable by the number of short pipe , and said short pipe on 
long trunk providing with one or more connecting rings to connect with many branches" 
includes idiomatic errors and thus is vague and indefinite. Applicant needs to correct all 
deficiencies in applicant's next response. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

As best understood the following prior art rejections applies 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1-2, 4-6, 17, 18, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Gauthier (US Patent No.: 5,855,705). 

Regarding claims 1-2, 4-6, Gauthier (705) discloses a decorative lamp tree 10 
(Figure 1) comprising: 

a long trunk including a plurality of short pipes 14, 16 and 18 (Figure 1, 

column 3, lines 25- 34); 

each of the short pipes 14, 16 and 18 including a connection rings 64 
connecting branches 50, 52, 54, 56 and 58 (Figures 1 and 2, column 4, 
lines 45-53); 

a base frame 27 including a central axle 24 supporting the long trunk 
(Figure 1 , column 3, lines 53-59); 

each of the plurality of foldable branches 50, 52, 54, 56 and 58 having its 
one end connected to the respective ring 64, and the second end 
starching out forming a tree-shape (Figures 1 ,2 and 5); 
a plurality of light strings each including a plurality of lamps 68, 70 and 72 
(Figures 1 and 2, column 4, lines 64-67, column 5, lines 1-3); 
the plurality of light strings including bulbs, bulb holders 68, electrical 
conductors 76 and receptacles 77 (Figures 1 and 2); 
a fixed device - a combination of element 77 and electrical conductor 
spirally wound over each of the branches 50, 52, 54, 56 and 58 (Figures 1 
and 2); 
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each of the branches 50, 52, 54, 56 and 58 being a pillar extending to the 
sub-branches (Figures 1 and 2); 

the light string 68 connected to an electrical conductor 74 and bulb, and 
the light string twisted on the non-electrical stem - branch 52 (Figure 2, 
column 5, lines 3-5); 

each of the branches include decorative scallions 50, 52, 54, 56 and 58 
(Figures 1 and 2); 

the light strings including multiple electrical conductors connected to the 
lamp holders, and twisted on the branches (figures 1 and 2); 
each of the plurality branches 50, 52, 54, 56 and 58 (Figures 1 and 2, 
column 4, lines 45-53) being metallic bendable wires Figures 1 and 2, 
column 3, lines 29-33); and 

a plurality of circuit loops 64 of light strings connected to the power supply 
through a receptacle 26 (Figure 1, column 3, lines 59-64). 
Claim 18 is rejected because of it being duplication of Claim 17 . 
8. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Smith (US 
Patent No.: 3,970,834). 

Smith ('834) discloses an adjustable decorative lamp tree (Figure 1) including: 
a long trunk including a plurality of short pipes 7, 49 and 68 having rings 
11-14 and 41-44 (Figure 1, column 3, lines 7, 11-14, 55, and column 4, 
lines 18, 19 and 45); 
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the rings 11-14 and 41-44 connected to respective branches 20-27 and 

51-58 (Figure 1, column 3, lines 7-9, and column 4, lines 1-10); 

a base frame 1 ,2 having a central axle 5 supporting the long trunk (Figure 

1, column 2, lines 62-68, column 3, lines 1 and 2); 

each of the branches 20-27 and 51 -58 having a base part- lower end 

connected to the respective ring - having a round shape with a hole 88 

(Figure 4); 

the base part being received between two vanes of the slip ring 48 (Figure 
4); 

a pin 90 being fixed through the holes in the base part and the two vanes 
of the slip ring 48 (Figure 4, column 5, lines 38-40); and 
a plurality of light strings 28-35 and 59-66 each including a plurality of 
lamp bulbs, lamp holders, electrical conductors and receptacles (Figure 1, 
column 3, lines 8-16, and column 4, lines 1-10). 

As best understood the following prior art rejections applies 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 



» 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gauthier 
(US Patent No.: 5,855,705) in view of Dieffenbach (US Patent No.: 3,594,260). 

Gauthier (705) discloses a decorative lamp tree comprising: a long trunk 
including a plurality of short pipes and a plurality of branches. Gauthier (705) further 
teaches the branches that the branches may be made of wires or green color plastics 
stimulating tree branches. However, Gauthier (705) does not specifically teach the 
braches being twisted pillars. 

On the other hand, Dieffenbach ('260) teaches an artificial shrubbery including 
branches made of twisted pillars - wires (Figures 1 and 2). 

It would have been obvious to modify the tree lamp of Gauthier (705) by 
providing twisted wire branches as taught by Dieffenbach ( ( 260) for the benefits and 
advantages cost effective fabrication of stiff and bendable branches simulating tree 
branches. 

11. Claims 7-10, 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gauthier (US Patent No.: 5,855,705) in view of Casper (US Patent 
No.: 5,560,975). 

Regarding Claim 7, Gauthier (705) discloses a decorative tree lamp comprising: 
a long trunk including a plurality of branches each having an electrical conductor twisted 
along its length. However, Gauthier (705) does not specifically teach a C-clip fixing the 
electrical conductor to a branch. 
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On the other hand, Casper ('975) teaches a decorative system (Figure 7) 
including a C-clip 77 fixing the electrical conductor with a branch (Figure 9, column 4, 
lines 55 and 56). 

It would have been obvious to modify the tree lamp of Gauthier (705) by 
providing C-clip as taught by Casper ('975) for the benefits and advantages cost 
effective assembly and quick disassembly of the light strings. 

Regarding claims 8 and 10, Gauthier (705) in view of Casper ('975) teaches the 
fixing device 77 , movable clip, being twisted for fixing the electrical conductor to the 
branch (Casper, Figure 9). 

Regarding Claim 9, Gauthier (705) in view of Casper ('975) teaches the fixing 
device 77 making use of a non-electrical connector twisted and winding the electrical 
conductor to the branch (Casper, Figure 9, column 4, lines 54-57). 

Regarding Claim 12, Gauthier (705) in view of Casper ( ( 975) teaches the fixing 
device 77 , useable for fixing an electrical conductor to the branch (Casper, Figure 9, 
column 4, lines 54-57). 

Regarding Claim 13, Gauthier (705) in view of Casper ('975) teaches: the lamp 
holder 68 being cylindrical; the lamp holder 68 connected to an electrical conductor 
(Gauthier, Figure 2); and after the fixing device 77 being installed, the bulb suspendable 
in the air (Gauthier, Figure 2.). 

12. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gauthier 
(US Patent No.: 5,855,705) in view of Casper (US Patent No.: 5,560,975) as applied to 
claim 10 above, and further in view of Ahroni (US Patent No.: 6,155,697). 
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Gauthier (705) in view of Casper ('975) discloses a decorative tree lamp 
comprising: a long trunk including a plurality of branches each having an electrical 
conductor twisted along its length. However, neither combined nor individual teaching of 
Gauthier (705) and Casper ('975) specifically teaches a movable clip including: two 
concave arms hinged at their first ends; the first arm having a hole defined in its second 
end; and the second arm having its second end having a hook flange. 

On the other hand, Ahroni ('697) teaches a decorative light string assembly 
(Figures 1 A) including a movable clip 16 (Figure 3, column 3, line 27) including: 

two concave arms 51 and 52 hinged at their first ends 53 (Figures 3 and 4, 
column 3, lines 27-34); 

the second end of the first arm 51 having a hole 56 (Figure 4), and the 
second end of the second arm having a hook 54a (Figures 3 and 4, 
column 3, lines 27-34); 

the first and second arms capable of clamping wires and non-electrical 

conductors (Figures 3 and 4, column 3, lines 45-49). 
It would have been obvious to modify the tree lamp of Gauthier (705) in view of 
Casper ('975) by providing the moveable clip as taught by Ahroni ('697) for the 
benefits and advantages structurally secured and cost effective assembly and quick 
disassembly of the light strings. 

13. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gauthier 
(US Patent No.: 5,855,705) in view of Huang (US Patent No.: 5,908,238). 
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Regarding Claim 16, Gauthier (705) discloses a decorative tree lamp comprising 
a plurality of cylindrical holders bearing light bulbs. However, Gauthier (705) does not 
teach each of the light holders having a hook formed on the outer circumference of the 
light holder, and the hook being useable for holding the electrical conductor and non- 
electrical branch. 

On the other hand, Huang ('238) teaches a Christmas lamp 10 received in a 
holder 30 having hooks formed on its outer circumference surface (, and the hook 
capable of receiving at least one cable Figures 1 and 7). 

It would have been obvious to modify the tree lamp of Gauthier (705) by 
providing light holder with a hook as taught by Huang ('238) for the benefits and 
advantages cost effective assembly and quick disassembly of the light strings. 
14. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gauthier 
(US Patent No.: 5,855,705) in view of Davis (US Patent No.: 5,455,750). 

Gauthier (705) discloses a decorative tree lamp comprising a plurality of lights. 
However, Gauthier (705) does not teach the decorative tree lamp including a control 
device for improving the decorative functionality. 

On the other hand, Davis 750) discloses a decorative tree 1 (Figure 1) 
comprising a transformer 17 and a control device 7 (Figure 1, column 3, lines 28-32). 

It would be have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the decorative tree lamp of Gauthier (705) by providing the control 
device as taught by Davis 750) for benefit and advantage of improving an attraction 
value of the device. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

1 5. Claims 14 and 1 5 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the objections and 
rejections set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

The prior art of record, including Gauthier (US Patent No.: 5,855,705) and Smith 
(US Patent No.: 3,970,834), does not show or suggest the applicant's invention as 
claimed. Specifically, the prior art of record does not disclose a decorative lamp tree 
combining: 

a device having its one end with a cover attached to the tail end of a tree 
branch, and its second end having a hole tightly receiving a lamp holder 
as best understood from the recitation in Claim 14. 
Neither combined nor individual teaching of Gauthier (US Patent No.: 
5,855,705) and Smith (US Patent No.: 3,970,834) teaches the above-indicated fixing 
device interconnecting the lamp holder and the branch end. 

Therefore, based on the best understanding of the claim recitations, Claim 14 
would be allowable over prior art. 

Claim 15 would necessarily be allowable because of its dependency on the 
would be allowable Claim 14. 
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Conclusion 



16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Kao (U.S. Patent No. 6,794,825 B2), Tsai (U.S. Patent No.: 6,116,563), Maddock 
(U.S. Patent No.: 4,789,570), Huang (U.S. Patent No.: 4,496,615), Chase (U.S. 
Patent No.: 4,343,842), Koehler (U.S. Patent No.: 4,273,814) and Weskamp 
(U.S. Patent No.: 4,140,823) 

1 7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hargobind S Sawhney whose telephone number is 571 
272 2380. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:15 - 2:45. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sandra O'Shea can be reached on 571 272 2378. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). A 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2800 



